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To a PAMPHLET, nie, £11 


T he Proceedings of the Hon. 


Houſe of Commons of Jre- 
Landl in Rejecting the Alter- 
N ed Money Bill, Sc. 


CCASION. having beak! ta- 
7 ken without Doors, from 
the Clauſe relative to His 


Majeſty's Conſent, which was inſert- 
ed in the late Bill for Payment of the 
Remainder of the National Debt, to 
ſpread Reports injurious to Govern- 
ment, and tending to diſturb the 


Minds of the People, by Jealouſies 
23 and 


{ + )) 
and Fears, which in their Conſe- 


quences may be of the utmoſt Prejudice 
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to this Kingdom; the Confiderations 


were publiſhed, in Order to remove 


thoſe Apprehenſions, by an Impartial 
Stfte ob-jth e Argument in ſupport of 
the Right RI 4 chat GC auſe, to 
be in = Crowns: : 


The Writer having this Paine in 


view, gave an Impar Nia Account of 
the Occaſion of on the Clauſe; 
and treated the Queſtion with that 
Temper and Decency, which, he 

thinks ſhould be inviolably preſeryed 
in the Diſcuſſion of all Points of 
Right. He carefully avoided Perſo- 
nal Reflections ſt private Men; 
and hopes he hath kept as clear of 
offending (ſuch he is ſure ws his In- 
tention) an Important Body, for whoſe 


Conſtitiionmal Rights, no one can have 


ae or more juſt Reſpect. 


Thereſore he muß ſay, that the 
waar of the 8 betrays a 


26] want 
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want of Candour, as well as a diffi- 
dence in his Abilities to defend the 
Cauſe he hath engaged in, when he en- 
deavours to ſtop a Search after Truth, 
by introducing tlie Name of that Bo- 
dy into the Debate, in the manner he 
hath, more than once, done in the 
courſe of his ent. Ir 
Nor hath this Writer given tho 
Confiderati ons fairer Uſage, in blend- 
ing and perplexing the Arguments 
3 offered with thoſe of Others, 
with whom the Author is in no Con- 
nection; and whoſe Pamphlets he had 
not ſeen or heard af, until they were 
in Print. 

Notwithſtanding buch conduct (to: 
ſay nothing of his Cavils and Perſonal 
InveRtives, which are indeed too low 
for Notice) if this Jong erpected Per- 
formance had given = Writer of the 
Confiderations cauſe to alter his Opi- 
nion, He would have made no ſcru- 
2 of publickly — it. But 


the 
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the Caſe being otherwiſe, he eſteems 
it no leſs a Duty to the Publick, to 
lay briefly before them, his — for 
thinking that the Yindication, far 
from being any Anſwer to the Con- 
federations, hath; in Fact, avoided 
entering into, the Point in Queſtion. | 

The Queſtion ſtated in the Conſi- 
derations is, whether the Truſt of ap- 
plying the Money, given by Parli- 


ament to the Crown without any ſpecial 
APPROPRIATION, is by the Laws 


and Conſtitution of this Kingdom, veſ 
ted in the Crown for Publick Services? 
If the Affirmative; be true; the Con- 
ſequence i is, that while the Truſt re- 


mains, the fight of Application is in 


the Crown, Subject to that 77; 
and ought not to be taken away, or 
controuled by any other Power, with- 


out the King's previous Conſent. 


The Writer of the Vindication in- 


troduces this Queſtion, P. 41.) and 


mms 4 afterwards ſays, it is 


6 very 
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« very Surpriſing, that Contention 


« ſhould ſubſiſt, when both Sides 
cc agree in Principles.” Had he ex- 
plicitely e the Right of Ap- 
plication, under the General Truft ; 

he might have truly ſaid, that both 
Sides were agreed in E : But 
"this he hath not done, through his 
whole Work; on the Contrary, his 
Deſign, has he hath endeayour- 
ed to cover and conceal it, in various 


Changes and Evaſions of the Queſti- 


on, is evidently to avoid making any 
ſuch Admiſſion: And for this Pur- 
poſe the Sentence next following, 


contains a Fallacy in the equivocal uſe 
of the Word Intereſt; and the Argu- 


ment drawn therefrom, amounts 
plainly to a begging of the Queſtion. His 
Words are, For a Private Intereſt 
* cannot, by the greateſt Art, be 
« extracted £5 of a a Public Truſt; 
c and conſequently a private Wrong 
“ cannot grow, by the Publick con- 
trouling 


. f 

« truuling the Truſt, which was of 
cc it's own Creation, and for it's own 
& Uſe. This ſeems undeniable.” 

That a private Benefit cannot be 
drawn from a publick Truſt, is admit- 
ted; and if he uſes the Word Intereſt, 
in this Senſe, both Sides are agreed 
in Principles. But if by it, he means 
a Right to be exerciſed for the Bene- 
fit of. others (which is the Point in 
queſtion, as to the Crown's Right of 


Application) both Sides differ widely, 


and he is evidently miſtaken. - For 
in all Truſts there is a private Right 
in the Truſtee, which is to be exer- 
ciſed for the Benefit of others; and 
while the Truſt remains unbroken; 
this Right ought not to be controuled 
without the Truſtee's Conſent. | 
This may be illuſtrated by the 
Caſe of a Gift, or Bequeſt, under 4 
Truſt, to be diſpoſed of generally in 
Charities. It would be extremely 
unreaſonable, - (and what a Court of 
| Equity 
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Equity hath never done) to controul 
this diſcretionary Power in the Truſ- 
tee, without his Conſent, or without 
ſhewing that the Truſt hath been 
broken by his Miſbehaviour. So that 
the Concluſion is directly the con- 
trary of that drawn by this Writer, 
for it is evident, that a private 
Wrong may grow by controuling a 
publick Truſt. 

There is no very eſſential Diffe- 
rence between the Conſiderations and 
the indication, as to the ſeveral 
Branches of the Hereditary Revenue, 
granted in the Reign of King Charles 
the ſecond. The Principle of the 
Conſiderations is, that they were gj- 
ven under the Conſtitutional Truſt; 
and this Writer's Arguments can 
prove no more. Vet it is an Inſtance 
of his Inaccuracy (ſcarcely indeed 
worth mentioning) that after he had 
admitted the Revenue then grant- 
« ed to be the ſtipulated Price for 
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ce the Act of Settlement, He ſhould 
in the very next Page (p. 28) deny 
the Exciſe and Tunnage and Poundage 
to have been created in lieu of any 
other Revenue. He ſeems to have 
forgot the Forfeitures ; which, if they 
| bad remained with the Crown, would 
certainly have been a Revenue much 
more conſiderable, than all that was 
granted at that Time. 

He next applies himſelf (and here 
his Strength ſeems chiefly exerted) to 
the Support of an Objection, taken 


Notice of in the Conſiderations, as 


raiſed from the Accounts of the Pro- 
duce of the ſeveral Funds taken in 
Parliament. = 
The Confiderations ſay, that the 
publick Accounts are brought into 
Parliament, to ſhew the Neceſſity of 
granting a Supply, and to ſerve as an 
Eſtimate, or Meaſure, for the Quan- 
tum: And if any further Proof of 
this Pofition were yet wanting, the 
Speeches 


6 | 
Speeches from the Throne, at * 
Opening every Seſſion, wherein the 
Lord Lieutenant acquaints the Com- 
mons, that he hath ordered the pro- 
per Officers to lay the Accounts and 
E/limates before them, would furniſh 
no weak one. 

This Writer ſeems extremely of- 
fended with the Con/iderations, for 
fixing the Seſſion of 1692, as the 
Period, at which the Accounts of the 
Diſpoſition of the King's Revenue 
were firſt brought in; and charges the 
Aſſertion, as a Piece of Diſingenuity, 
becauſe no intermediate Parliament 
had ſat between that Time, and the 
Year 1666, when the laſt Grants of the 
H tay Revenue were made. But 
in throwing out this Aſperſion, he 
ſeems tohaveforgotten, that theCrown 
had an Ancient Revenue, and that in 
almoſt every precedent Reign trom 
that of King Henry the ſeventh, the 
Parliament had granted Subſidies. 

By 
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And yet no Accounts of the Diſpoſiti- 
on of them were called for, or brought 
into the Houſe of Commons. 
The Point under Conſideration, 
was the primary Uſe and Purpoſe 
of bringing the Accounts into Parli- 
ament; and therefore, the Writer of 
the F indication might have ſpared 
the unneceſſary Pains he hath taken 
in · aſſerting the Right of the Houſe, 
to call for Perſons, Papers and Re- 
cords. 

This Right was not 3 nor in 


Queſtion, there being no Dif pute 


about the Power of the Houſe, to 
enquire into Grievances, Miſmanage- 
ments, or Miſapplications by Officers: 

On the Contrary, the Conſiderations 


have very explicitly admitted the Par- 


liamentary Right of puniſhing thoſe 

who ſhall wickedly adviſe ſuch Acts 

as would be a Breach of the publick 
N. uſt. 


| Therefore, 
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7 herefore, that the primary Inten- 
tion of bringing in theſe Accounts, 
is to induce the Houſe to grant a 
Supply, and to ſerve their Diſcretion 
in the Meaſure of it, is a Poſition in 
no ſort contradicted, by the ſubſe- 
quent Uſes made of thoſe Accounts 
for other Purpoſes, and in other 
Committees; though perhaps ſufficient 
Attention hath not alway * been gi- 
ven to the Diſtinction ber en Com- 
mittees of Grievances and that of 
the Accounts. Conſequently this 
Writer's Inſtances of Inquiries into 
Grievances, Miſmanagements and 
Miſapplications, which have taken 
Riſe from the Peruſal of ſuch Ac- 
counts, ſtanding on other Principles, 
are not pertinent to the preſent Queſ- 
ton. 

Nor are the Animadverſions which 
have been ſometimes made on various 
Articles of the Eſtabliſnment, with 
the Opinion or Advice of the Houſe 

offered 


Ea): 

offered thereon, more to the Pur- 
poſe ; for that the Houſe ma y offer 
Advice, is not controverted: But this 
hath never been conſidered as con- 
cluſive; and though in ſome Inſtan- 
ces it hath been followed, there are 

many in which it hath not: And the 
ſtrongeſt Proof, that even when ſuch 


Animadverſion hath been conceiyed, 


and ſuch Advice offered, in Terms 
implying little Leſs than Cenſure, it 
was not intended as any Controulment 


of the King's Right of Application, 


may be deduced from the Inſtance 
brought by this Writer, out of the 
Report of the Committee in 1703, 


where the Remark on certain Penſions 


implies a Cenſure; and yet an Aci 


paſſed that ſame Seſſion, for laying a 
Tax on thoſe very Penſions, which 
was acknowledging, in the ſtrongeſt 
Manner, the King's Right of grant- 
ing them. 
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The Author of the Yindication, 
proceeds to ſhew (p. 51.) that the 
Sum in Credit to the Nation, hath 
ever been appropriated to the current 
Service, (by which he muſt mean 
the Publick Service) of the next 
Term for which the N was 
granted. | 

This carries an abſurdity on the 
Face of it! For an APPROPRIA- 
TION is an Application to a ſpecial 
Purpoſe, either made in the farſt In- 
tance at the Time of granting, and 
onſequently the Money ſo appropri- 
ted never comes into the General 
Truſt; or it is a taking it out of the 
General Truſt, and applying it to a 
ſpecial Purpoſe. Leaving therefore 
the Sum in Credit for publick Ser- 
vice, is an Admiſſion of its being an- 
appropriated, and an Acknowledge- 
ment that it is to remain ſo under the 


General Truſt. 
And 


1 
And that this is the Truth of the 
Caſe with regard to theſe Sums in 
Credit, is evident from the ſeveral 
Acts granting the additional Duties, 
not one of which hath made an AP. 
PROPRIATION of any Sum in 
Credit, However therefore it may 
have been Eſtimated as part of the 
Supply voted, and the next Grant of 
Additional Duties for that Reaſon, 
perhaps in ſome Inſtances, made the 
lefs, yet the Ballance never having 
been mentioned in the Act, and con- 
ſequently being always left, as the 
Duties have been granted, under the 
General Truſt, the Right of Applica- 
tion is left equally wncontrouled as to 
both. Beſides; the Reader is to be 
apprized that theſe Sms in Credit, 
are not the Ballances of Money in the 
Treaſury, and conſequently no way 
relate to the preſent Queſtion, which 
ariſes on the Application of a Bal- 
| lance in the actual Receipt of the 
Treaſury 


{ 9-7 
Treaſury. _ 

The Author of the 7 indication did 
not find it for his Purpoſe, to take 
Notice of this Diſtinction, although 
pointed out in the Conſiderations. But 
it is of too much Conſequence to be 
omitted in the Diſcuſſion 11 this 
Queſtion. 

The Accounts are med up in the 
Treafury, on actual Receipts and 
Payments. They are Stated before 
Commiſſioners, appointed for the 
Purpoſe, purſuant to the Iriſb Act 
of 10, Hen. VII. Chap. 1: And the 
Ballances truck on theſe Accounts, 
are the Charge on the Officers, who 
are intruſted with the Cuſtody of the 
Treaſure. 

The - Accounts for the Houſe f 
Commons are made up in quite a dif- 
ferent Method; for being intended 
only as E/#imates, Credit is taken for 
the Ballances of diſmiſſed Collectors, 
and other outſtanding Demands and 
Debts, ſome whereot there is little 

C pro- 
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8 of receiving, or recover- 


Although therefore, theſe may 


| fo of ſome Uſe to guide the diſcreti- 
on of the Houſe as to the Quantum 


of the Supply, it would be very ab- 


ſurd to call them a a on the 
Treaſury. 


The Accounts are thus ſtated for 


them by the Accomprant General ; a 
Circumſtance not worth mentioning, 


but that the Author of the Vindica- 


tion ſeems to lay ſome Streſs on their 


being thus Stated, by an Officer of the 
Crown ; but until he can ſhew, that 
the 8 ſtruck by this Officer, 


induce a Charge on the Treaſury, 


which he hath not been, nor will be, 


able to do, this Circumſtance is of 


no Weight in the preſent Caſe. 
But to deſcend into a more parti- 


cular Examination of this Writer's 


Proofs. In 1703, the Committee 
of Ways and Means, reſolv' d it to 
* their Opinion, that ſuch Debt as 

ſhould 


7 

e . 
ſhould appear due to the Nation (great 
Part whereof was Outſtanding) ſhould 
be talen and recbon d as part, and that 
the Duties to be granted, being 
rated and valued at certain Sums, 
ſhould be ralen as the reſt of the 
Supply voted: To which Reſolutions 
the Houſe agreed. | 

All that can be inferred from EA - 
is, that the Houſe computed what 
Sum would be neceſſary for the Pub- 
lick Service, until their next Meeting; 
and by the additional Duties they 
granted ſo much, as together with the 
Ballance, would in their Opinions 
make up that Sum : But they did not 5 
appropriate either the Ballance or the 
Duties. Both were left under the - 
Conſtitutional Truſt for Public Ser- 
vices in General : And the Act of 
Parliament does not even take any 
Notice of this Computation ; tor the 
additional Duties are granted in the 
uſual Way, generally; and not to 


1s. anſwer 
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probability of receiving, or recover- 
ing. Althou gh therefore, theſe may 
be of ſome Uſe to guide the diſcreti- 
on of the H ouſe as to the Quantum 
of the Supply, it would be very ab- 
ſurd to call them a * on the 
Treaſury. 
The Accounts are thus ſtated for 

them by the Accomptant General; a 
Circumſtance not worth mentioning, 
but that the Author of the Vindica- 
tion ſeems to lay ſome Streſs on their 
being thus Stated, by an Officer of the 
Crown ; but until he can ſhew, that 
the Ballances ſtruck by this Officer, 
induce a Charge on the Treaſury, 
which he hath not been, nor will be, 
able to do, this Circumſtance is of 
no Weight in the preſent Caſe. 

But to deſcend into a more parti- 
cular Examination of this Writer's 
Proofs.---In 1703, the Committee 
of Ways and Means, reſolvd it to 
be their Opinion, that ſuch Debt as 

ſhould 
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ſhould appear due to the Nation great 
Part whereof was Outſtanding) ſhould 
be talen and reckon'd! as part, and that 
the Duties to be granted, being 
rated and valued at certain Sums, 
ſhould be aten as the reſt of the 
Supply voted: To which Reſolutions 
the Houſe agreed. . 

All that can be inferred from hence 
is, that the Houſe computed what 
Sum would be neceſſary for the Pub- 
lick Service, until their next Meeting; 
and by the additional Duties they 
granted ſo much, as together with the 
Ballance, would in their Opinions 
make up that Sum : But they did not 
appropriate either the Ballance or the 


Duties. Both were left under the 
Conſtitutional Truſt for Phblick Ser- 


vices in General: And the Act of 
Parliament does not even take any 
Notice of this Computation; for the 
additional Duties are granted in the 
uſual Way, generally; and not to 
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anſwer a particular Sum, as is the 
Caſe of the Civil Liſt Revenue in 
Great-Britain, «, 

The Writer of the ne i is 
aware of the Argument, that the 
Act of Parliament did not make 
an APPROPRIATION of the Bal- 
lance; and Attempts, but in vain, to 
anſwer it. Had an APPROPRI- 
ATION been intended; this Parlia- 
ment well knew how to make one, 
as appears from that mage, thisSeſſion, 
of , the Poundage of the Additional 
Duties for building the Barracks of 
Dublin; which Circumſtance adds 
Strength to the Argument, that no 


APPROPRIATION of the Bale 


lance was even deſigned. | 
In fact, the only uſe made of this 
Ballance, was, that it was reckoned, 
as part of the Supply ; and therefore 
had this Writer ſtuck to the Words 
of the Report, as he ought to have 
done, and not to have changed them 
7 


(208: 53 | 
for the Word Application, it would 
have appeared plainly, that this Pre- 
cedent 1s but a Confirmation of the 
Conſiderations, in aſſerting the Uſe of 
the Accounts in Parliament to be for 
a Meaſure of what was neceſſary to be 
provided for Publick Service. | 

In the Vear 1700, there was a con- 
ſiderable Ballance; but no Part of 
it was appropriated; although this 
Writer would infinuate the Contrary, 
by ſaying that this Ba/lance was the 
Fund for buying Arms, and building 
Arſenals in the ſeveral Provinces, 
which there was a Scheme of doing 


at that Time: Yet he muſt know, 


that the Scheme was altered; And 
although the Aa (8. Ann.) tor the 
additional Duties, mentions the ena- 
bling her Majeſty to build an Arſenal, 
in or near the City of Dublin, as 
one of the Inducements or Motives 
for granting thoſe Duties, yet no Ap- 
propriation was made of the Duties; 

nor 
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nor was any Part of the Ballance ab 
propriated to that, or any other, Pur- 
poſe, but it was left at large under 
the General Truſt, and the Crown 
was at Liberty to diſpoſe of it for 
any publick Service, at Diſcretion. 
And the Fact is well known, that the 
Scheme of building an Arſenal, was 
afterwards laid aſide. 

" "His other Eds for the: Years 
1710, 1711, and 1715, only ſhew, 
that the Committee, in their Accounts 
from Seſſion to Seſſion, carry on a 
Ballance ; and although by playing 
with the Word Application, he would 
have it underſtood hat the Sum in 
Credit had been appropriated, yet 
the Contrary is true, and the Obſer- 
vations already made, and which it is 
unneceſſary to repeat here, hold 
through them all: The Ballances of 
theſe Accounts were not Ballances in 
the Treaſury : But /uch as they werd 
they were "oft under the General 
Tru 
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Truft for publick Services; and conle- 
quently none of theſe Inſtances con- 
tradi the Principles of the Confide- 
rations, nor prove any thing on the 
preſent Occaſion, where the Sum was 
to have been taken out of the Trea- 
fury, and from the General Truft, to 
apply it to a particular Purpoſe. 

As to the Argument that the Na- 
tional Debt was reduced in the Years 
1719, 1721, and 1723, by Appli- 
cation of the Surpluſſes; this Writer 
hath not told, who the Application 
was made by : When the Reader is 
informed, that it was made by the 
Crown, the Argument is turned a- 

gainſt him. And this was the. Fact. 
In conſequence of the Vote of 
Credit, and the A& of Parliament 
confirming it, paſſed in the Year 
1715, the Crown borrowed Fifty 

thouſand Pounds, the Payment of the 
Intereſt whereof was provided for, 
from the Year 1717, to 1729, by 
; / 8 
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a ſpecial Appropriation, in the 
Acts granting the additional Du- 
ties; but the Principal remained on 
the General Security of the Publick 
Faith, 

The Revenue, 4 this Period, 
very rarely anſwered i Charge of 
Government, and there grew conſi- 
derable Arrears on the Eſtabliſhments; 
which, in the very few Inſtances of 
a Surplus, were reduced by the Ap- 
plication of ſuch Surplus. But this 
was an Application by the King, as to a 
Publick Service under the General 
Trx/t, who no doubt, if the Surplus 
had been ſufficient, might in his Diſ- 
cretion (as His Majeſty bath lately 


cone) have applied it to the paying 


off the Loan, either in Part, or in 
the Whole. For it is certainly a 
Publick Service, and ſo falls within the 


conſtitutional Truſt.---But in fact, the 


Surplus, until the Year 1749, was not 
ſufficient to diſcharge any Part of the 


1 
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Loan: For,, * the contrary, the Reve- 
nue fell ſo far ſhort of the Charge, 
that to pay the Arrears, it was ne- 
„in the Year 1729, to borrow 
One hundred and fifty . thouſand 
Pounds more; to ſecure which, along 
with the former Loan, an appropri- 
ated Fund was created, which, in the 
firſt Place was to diſcharge 7 
tereſt, and the Surplus was to be 
applied as a ſinking Fund in paying 
oft the Principal. In the Year 1731, 
there was a farther Loan of One 
hundred thouſand Pounds: And in the 
Year 1746, angther of Fifty eight 
thouſand - five dred Pounds; and 
they were ſecured in like Manner. 
About the Application of theſe Loan 
Finds, there is no Queſtion; for they 
were appropriated, and did not come 
— under the General Conſtitutional Truſt; 
and conſequefitly, all Arguments | 
drawn from them, are quite immate- 
4 rial to the Point in Conteſt, which is 
"pl ' of only 
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Money given to the Crom without 
Tpecial Apprepriuinmn. 
By this Time, the Reader is enabled 
to judge whether the prolix Extracts 
From the Journals, produced by this 
Writer, however on a curſory View 
they perplex the Subject, do not, on 
Exattiination, ſerve to ' confirm the 
Principles laid down in the Conſidera- 
2704s; where the Point was, not about 
the General Right of calling for the 
Accounts, or any other Papers, but 
aboüt the Uſe and Purpoſe of bring- 

ing in the Accounts, every Seſſion, for 

r | 
It now remains to conſider "the 
*Pretedents produced by this Writer, 
to prove the previous Conſent of the 
King, not neceſſary to Controulments 
of tis Right of [Application under 

"the General Truſt. W 35 
There were ſome Circumſtances at- 
"tending the Act of Reſumption, which 
| take 


s 


27 
take th AK the Weight of it, 


as; a Precedent on this Occaſion. One 


of theſe Was, that His hen Majeſty, | | 


in a former Fellen, had made a Decla- 


ration, in Relation to the For feitures, 
which, as ſome Writers of that Time 


inform us, was conſtrued into a Pro- 
miſe, that the Parliament ſhould have 
the Diſpoſal of them; and if ſo, this 

y be conſidered as a previous Con- 
> aj But excluſive of this Circum- 
ſtance, neither the Act of Reſumpti- 


on, nor the Act for encouraging Sea- 
nen, are to the preſent Purpoſe, For 
the King's Ri — 5 being clear both as 


to the eben and aptures, theſe 


Acts were to alter the Law, with re- 


ſpect to acknowledged Rights of 


the Crown. One of them was to take 


the Right away; the other, if not 


to take it away entirely, at leaſt to 
limit it; : — therefore neither of 
them is applicable to the r d 

late 


Caſe, ane” it 1 de admitted, 
D3 
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6 
late Bill, for Payment of the M ational 


Debt, was to alter the Law, and to 
take away, or limit, the King's Right 


olf Application. Tf the Author of the 


V indication will admit this, he there- 
by admits that Ni ro bt to be previouſly 


Subſiſting in the Crown, and conſe- 
quently To gives up the Point in 


' Conteſt; for the whole Argument of 


the C Aker ations, was to prove, 
that the Clauſe, inſerted in - the 
Preamble of the Bill, could only ope- 
rate as an Acknowledgement of an 
ANTIENT RicuT; and would not have 
veſted any new Power in the Ning. 
This Writer therefore muſt either 


part with theſe Precedents, or give 


up the Queſtion. Let him take hold 


oF which part of the Dilemma he 
pleaſes! 


The Precedents which ka brin gs, 
for cloſing his Evidence with, as 
he calls it, are 2 more to o the Pur- 
Poſe.” * 


1 One 


N 


898 
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One of them is the Addreſs in the 
Year 1751, preſented, as he ſays, at 
the Inſtance of the Principal Ser vants 
of the Crown, to His Grace the Lord 
Lieutenant, That he would be 
<« pleaſed to lay before His Majeſty 
ce the Humble Deſire of the Houſe, 
ce that a Sum not exceeding the Sumo 
« of Twenty four thouſand Pounds, 
« might be laid out in making Ad- 
ce ditions to, and providing Neceſſa- 
cc ries for, the Accommodation of His 
„ Majeſty's Troops in the new Bar- 
e racks, and in building, re- building 
ce and repairing ſuch other Barracks, as 
« His Majeſty ſhould judge neceſſa- 
cc Ty, for the more convenient Recep- 
« tion of His Forces, and the more 
cc effectual Security of the Kin g- 
cc dom. 

He bas, if there were Auttcicy 


in the Crown to expend this Money, | | 
without ſuch Addreſs, why was it Y 
| moved | 


8 f 


({ 32 ) 
moved for, When there was ſo con- 
fiderable- a Sum in the Treaſury > 
That there was Authority cannot be 
doubted; the whole Sale oß the Ad- 
dreſs admits the Right in the Crown. 
The Houſe had been upon an En- 
- quiry into the State and Condition of 
the Barracks, and the Addreſs is 
their Advice, and - humble Deſire, in 
Conſequence of that Enquiry. This 
may hare been one Reaſon; and why 
might it not be conſidered as another 
Reaſon, for ſuch Application, that 
His Majeſty would thereby ſhew His 
People that he was ever deſirous te 
conſult His Parliament, even in Caſes 
where he might have acted by His 
_ Prerogative 2 Such good Uaderiand- 
ing between the King and the Par- 
liament muſt ever tend to tlie Safety 
and Welfare of the State, as the Ob- 
firucting of it muſt be attended with 
fatal Conſequences ta both. 


The 


( * Ie 

The Precadent of the | Efliniate 
drawn up the ilaſt Seſſion, is already 
anſwered by the foregoing Obſervati- 
ons, relative to the Accounts ant 
Eſtimates, which it/is unneceſſary o 


repeat here. 

To conclude : Af this Right of Ap 
plication be an AN TIENT RIH in the 
Crown, as was aſſerted in the Conſe 
derations, and not denied by the Writer 
of the Vindication, who rather ſeems 
to admit it, though he avoids doing 
ſo explicitly: the Queſtion will then 
be, whether the paſling the rejected 
Bill into a Law, would have veſted 
any new Power in the Crown over 
the Money which now is or hereafter 
may be in the Treaſury of this King- 
dom? The Conſideratioms have aſſert- 
ed, it would not; it was therefore 
incumbent on the Writer of the 


Vindication to have ſhewn, how, or 


in what Manner, it would have veſ- 


ted 


: - D817. 
ted any new Power in the Ceonthi's 
which neither that Writer, nor any one 
elſe, hath even attempted to do; and 
therefore it is ſubmitted to the Deter 
mination of the Candid Reader, whe- 
ther the Conſiderations do not remain 
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